contemporaries. Some, such as the splendid head of Henry VH and Lawrence's dashing sketch of George IV, are works of art of a high order ; others derive their whole interest from their subject.
Of their accuracy as portraits one can only judge, in those cases where no corroborative evidence exists, by discovering how easily one can reconcile what one already knows of the monarch's character with the traits discernible in his features; a highly subjective proceeding as unreliable as it is entertaining. However, while there is nothing easier tbafr to read into a face vices or virtues which we are already aware from other sources that its owner possessed, it is surprising how frequently the appearance of our sovereigns fulfils the expectations aroused by a knowledge of their character. The weak, furtive but not unintelligent features of Edward II as he is here portrayed must surely be regarded as providing further proof of those failings which history tells us involved him in his downfall, and all Richard Ill's ruth-lessness and cunning are made credible when one regards his portrait. Occasionally the artist reveals a side to his sitter's character with which we are not always so familiar; for example, in the portrait of Henry V* That small full-lipped mouth, that long inquisitorial nose provide striking and unexpected support for die belief that the gallant warrior-king was both bigoted and persecuting; characteristics of which, curiously enough, one looks in vain for any traces in the charming features of Bloody Mary. (This particular portrait, however, was painted when Mary was still quite young ; hor later pictures reveal only too clearly how fearful a change was wrought by illness and misfortune.)
With regard to those pictures which have been taken from tombs, Henry n, Richard I, John and Henry HI, one can make no definite claims, for not everyone is
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